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ELECTION LAWS

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
now on an entirely different matter, a
few months ago, a group of Democrats
and leftwing activists brought the
State of Georgia into the mnational
spotlight. Tremendous outrage, an air
of total crisis, was cooked up, cooked
up out of nowhere.

The State of Georgia was passing a
mainstream, commonsense election
law. It combined widely popular integ-
rity protections, protections like voter
ID, with a great deal of flexibility and
availability to make voting easy. It
codified more flexible early voting and
more flexible mail-in voting than many
Democratic-run States offer—for exam-
ple, New York.

Americans want to make it easier to
vote and harder to cheat. Voter ID, for
example, is popular with majorities of
Black, White, and Hispanic Americans.
But in their ongoing bid to mount a
Washington DC takeover of our Na-
tion’s elections, Democrats seized on
this mainstream law and decided to
start shouting that the sky was falling
down in Georgia—the sky is falling
down in Georgia.

Unfortunately, for the people of
Georgia, many people in the press and
corporate America bought it. They got
Major League Baseball to move its all-
star game out of Georgia. Actual work
opportunities, actual prosperity for
working people, were sacrificed to
serve this faked hysteria.

Well, today, Georgians got what you
might call a very weak consolation
prize. Today, a week after the all-star
game was supposed to happen in At-
lanta, Democrats themselves descended
on the State to stage a bit of partisan
theater. Last week, the traveling road
show was Texas Democrats coming
here to Washington to beg Senate
Democrats to seize power away from
their own citizens and local govern-
ments.

This week, it was our own colleagues’
turn to get on the jets, but the rhetoric
was just as hysterical and the conclu-
sion all the same: Washington Demo-
crats need to grab unprecedented power
and rewrite all 50 States’ election laws.
It is the same shtick we have been
hearing here in this Chamber for mul-
tiple years now.

Remember, their sweeping takeover
bill was written long, long before any
of the State laws which they now claim
are prompting it. This phony outrage is
wearing thin on the American people.
Citizens know it isn’t attacking democ-
racy to have things like commonsense
voter ID and commonsense voter list
maintenance alongside lots of early
voting, lots of mail-in voting, and lots
of election-day voting.

That kind of combination isn’t an at-
tack on democracy; it is the definition
of democracy. It is exactly what Amer-
icans want.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority whip.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

VOTING RIGHTS

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, in
response to the minority leader’s state-
ment about the changes in voting laws
across America, the record speaks for
itself. I believe the number is 17—17
States which have set out to specifi-
cally limit previous opportunities
under law to vote.

Is it a coincidence that 17 States
would do these things? I don’t think so.
I think it is by design. That is why the
Senate Rules Committee was in Geor-
gia today, to talk specifically about
the measures that they took after the
last election.

Remember, this is all being done in
the context of a former President, the
sorest loser in the history of the
United States, and his Big Lie about
what was wrong with the last election.
Well, I can tell you what was not
wrong with the last election. In many
States, the turnout broke records.
More Americans eligible to vote turned
up to vote, and that is a good thing in
a democracy.

When it comes to allegations of
fraud, all of the money that has been
spent on lawsuits, all of the allegations
of voter fraud that have been inves-
tigated, it turns out to be a handful of
cases, maybe a dozen out of millions of
votes cast in the United States. So
there is no argument for changing elec-
tion voting laws based on fraud. There
certainly is no argument when it
comes to the outcome of the election.
That was clear, and it has been to ev-
eryone except one former President for
a long time. Yet the Republicans, when
in control of State legislatures, are by
design trying to make it more difficult
for some people to vote. Why? The an-
swer is very simple: The demographics
of America are not on the side of the
Republican Party.

The new voters in this country are
moving away from them, away from
Donald Trump, away from their party
creed that they preach. Instead, they
are moving to be Independents or even
vote on the other side. To argue and
fight against that, the Republicans in
legislative settings are reducing and
restricting the opportunity to vote.
That is what it is all about.

The Senator from Kentucky at-
tributes it to hysteria. It is not. It is a
genuine concern over whether in this
country, where democracy is our creed
and our goal in every election, we have
the most participation, fair participa-
tion, by eligible voters that we have
ever had, and we continue to build on
that.

———

DREAM ACT

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, on a
separate issue, I cannot imagine what
life would be like if I were a kid grow-
ing up in America, always wondering if
something I said, something I did,
some action that was taken by some
member of my family would result in a
knock on the door and my family being
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torn apart, my father or mother being
deported to another country. But for
hundreds of thousands of young people
living in America, that has been the re-
ality of their childhood.

Most of them, brought to this coun-
try at a very early age—infants and
toddlers and young people—had noth-
ing to say about the choice of America
as home, but they always assumed it
was their home. They grew up in this
country, went to the schools, got up
every morning in the classroom and
pledged allegiance to the flag, believ-
ing they were truly Americans. It
wasn’t, for many of them, until their
teenage years that their parents sat
down with them very quietly and sol-
emnly told them: You have a challenge
in your life you didn’t even realize.
You are undocumented. You were
brought to this country by us as a lit-
tle kid, and you don’t have any papers.
If you are challenged, if you are ar-
rested, you could be deported. And the
same thing might just happen to your
mother or your father.

I can’t imagine, with all of the stress
of childhood and adolescence, having
that worry as well. Yet, for hundreds of
thousands of young people, through no
fault of their own, that was part of
their lives.

That came to my attention 20 years
ago, a case in Chicago, which I have
spoken about on the floor many times,
where a young girl finally realized at
the end of high school the really stark
choices she had in her life, and she
reached out to my office. We looked
into the situation. She was brought
here to the United States, born in
Brazil to Korean parents, had no legal
status in the United States and grew
up here. She wanted to know what to
do with her life, what was next for her.

The law was very harsh, but it was
clear as well. At the age of 18, our law
said to Tereza Lee, a young Korean girl
in Chicago, you have to leave the
United States for 10 years and petition
to return. It didn’t seem right or fair
or just to her, and so I introduced the
DREAM Act. That is when I came to
realize Tereza’s story was not unique.
There were thousands just like her.
Over the last 20 years, I have met a lot
of them, an amazing group of young
men and women who have done re-
markable things with their lives with
limited resources and always under the
shadow of deportation.

The DREAM Act has been brought to
the floor of the Senate five different
times and failed—not because it didn’t
win a majority but because of the fili-
buster. So we have tried in those 20
years to get something done, and we
have had our really troublesome mo-
ments. I think back to one of the
worst.

Under the previous President, Donald
Trump, DACA, a program created by
President Obama for these Dreamers,
was really an issue from the start that
we begged President Trump to con-
sider. President Obama, a friend of
mine and former colleague from Illi-
nois, told me that he spent an extra
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